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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: inconsistency 
between the description of figures 2, 3, and 4 in paragraph [0030] (lines 5-8) and 
description of said figures in paragraphs [0016], [0017], and [0018]. Paragraphs [0016], 
[0017], and [0018] describes figures 2, 3, and 4 as representing the first view port, the 
second view port, and the third view port, respectively, whereas paragraph [0030] (lines 
5-8) describes figures 2, 3, and 4 representing the third view port, the first view port, and 
the second view port, respectively. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Wood 
et al. (WO 02/056240). 

With regards to claims 1-5, Wood et al. teaches a diagnostic medical imaging 
system to be implemented by any of the various imaging modalities (CT, MRI, 
ultrasound, or PET) to generate first and second image slices, data processor to 



Application/Control Number: 09/990,518 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3737 

combine said slices, storage device for loading the first and second image slices, and 
displaying said slices in various view ports such that the first image slices are displayed 
in a second view port, the second image slices are viewed in first view port, and a third 
view port containing a superimposed version containing relative locations of both first 
and second image slices as represented in the second and first view ports, respectively 
(page 4, lines 11-30; page 6, lines 33-35; page 7, lines 1-15; page 12, lines 23-30; page 
13, lines 15-16). 

Regarding claims 6,7, and15-17 Wood et al. further teaches a system and 
method for evaluating said image slices in various display means such as a second 
display means for first image slices with first thickness, a lower resolution first display 
means for the combined set of the first image slices with second thickness greater than 
first thickness, and a third display means containing a superimposed version of the 
location of the first and second image slices displayed by the first and second display 
means (pages 6, lines 33-35; page 7, lines 1-15; page 12, lines 23-30; claims 1, 9, 12, 
15, 18, 26, 38, 44, and 73). 

Regarding claim 9, Wood et al. teaches viewing the sections in the third display 
means through various planes or angles (page 7, lines 16-24). 

Regarding claim 8, Wood et al. further discloses the inter-relationship of the 
various display means such that a point selected in one display means corresponds to 
the same selected point in the other display means (page 7, lines 30-35; page 8, lines 
1-12; claims?, 8, 11, 13, 14, 16, 23, and 30-33). 
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Regarding claims 10-14, 15, and 18, Wood et al. discusses a method and system 
of reviewing said slices, designating regions for close review for the interpretation of 
lesions or small objects on a particular slice. Wood et al. further discusses projecting 
outlines of said objects, color coding for distinction, storing, generating a system for 
displaying the slices containing the objects of interest, and representing the inter- 
relationship between the various slices or displays such that when a point is selected on 
a particular second image slice, selecting said slice will result in generating the 
corresponding thin slices or first image slices with a higher resolution representation 
(page 8, lines 13-25; page 9, lines 12-35; page 10, lines 1-3; page 11, lines 26-33; 
claims 4-6, 17, 22, 27-29, and 34). 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
41 United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international 
application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 
371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
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5. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by McKinnon 
(6,591,127). 

McKinnon discloses a diagnostic medical imaging system and method to 
generate images of a subject, storing said images, processing said images, and a 
display system for viewing the images (col. 2, lines 13-35; claims 1,5-11 and 16). 

6. Claims 1 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by He 
et al. (6,275, 562). 

He et al. discloses a diagnostic medical imaging system and method, CT based, 
to generate image slices, storing, processing, and displaying said images. He et al. 
further discloses a system and method for producing and displaying a set of first image 
slices corresponding to first thickness, combining said first image thin slices to produce 
second image slices with thickness greater than the first image slices (Abstract; col. 1, 
lines 12-16, lines 56-65; col. 2, lines 4-10; col. 4, lines 10-16, lines 27-36; claim 6). 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1-9, and 12-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Slack (6,487,432). 
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Slack teaches a system and method to be used by various imaging modalities 
such as MRI, CT, or ultrasound for acquiring slice images; processing or combining said 
slices, storing, and displaying said image slices in various view ports. Slack further 
discloses combining the thin slice images to produce thicker slice images, displaying 
said slices, reviewing said displays of thick slices for an object or region of interest, and 
selecting said object or region on the thick slice to generate the corresponding higher 
resolution thin slices (Abstract; col. 1, lines 46-64; col. 3, lines 28-33, lines 37-44; col. 4, 
lines 43-49; col. 5, lines 1-6, lines 12-21; claims 1,2, 6-10,15). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Baisakhi Roy whose telephone number is 703-305- 
0930. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:30 a.m. - 4p.m.). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Casler can be reached on 703-308-3552. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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